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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bladow et al. (U.S. 6,115,040). 



4. As to claim 1, Bladow teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system for use in a first application concurrently operating together with a plurality of 
network compatible applications (col. 3, lines 10-21), comprising: 

an entitlement processor for enabling user access to a first application of a 
plurality of concurrently operating applications in response to validation of user 
identification information (col. 3, lines 30-46). 

a communication processor employed by the first application of the plurality of 
concurrently operating applications for intermittently communicating an activity 
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indication (col. 3, lines 47-67) to a managing application within a timeout window (col.4, 
lines 1-6) the activity indication being communicated to prevent an inactivity timeout of 
the first application being initiated by said managing application in response to the 
timeout window being exceeded (col.4, lines 18-32 and col. 22, lines 5-38). 

While Bladow teaches the activity indication being communicated to prevent an 
inactivity timeout of the first application being initiated by said managing application in 
response to the timeout window being exceeded. Bladow does not specifically teach 
"being communicated sufficiently often." 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied the 
teachings of Bladow to include the features as claimed because Bladow' s teachings 
would have provided the capability for monitoring and controlling a duration of a user 
session in the access control system. 

The fact that Bladow' s teachings u to enable a software to detect client 
sessions. . .the client application using the client session object "heartbeats" every 
predetermined period. . .failure to "heartbeat" for consecutive predefined period. . .result in 
the expiration of the session key" (col. 22, lines 5-38) and purpose of using the client 
session object "heartbeats" every predetermined period in Bladow suggests "being 
communicated sufficiently often. " 

5. As to claim 2, Bladow teaches intermittently communicating an activity 
indication prevents an inactivity timeout of the plurality of concurrently operating 
applications of a particular user initiated session (col.22, lines 5-38). 
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6. As to claim 3, Bladow teaches the communication processor stores a plurality of 
activity indications and sends the plurality of activity indications as a batch to the 
managing application (col. 13, lines 1-17). 

7. As to claim 4, Bladow teaches the user action comprises, among other things, 
mouse and keyboard activities (col. 15, lines 3-4). 

8. As to claim 5, Bladow teaches the first application and the managing application 
reside in the same PC and the activity indication notifies the managing application of 
activity by the first application and includes, among other things, a session identifier for 
identifying a particular user initiated session (fig.6). 

9. As to claim 6, Bladow teaches the communication processor intermittently 
communicates activity indications to the managing application using a plurality of 
different commands including an activity notification command and a command 
involving, among other things, sending a URL to the managing application (col. 18, lines 
15-17). 

10. As to claim 7, Bladow teaches the communication processor communicates to the 
managing application a request to receive an activity indication associated with the first 
application and maintained by the managing application, the activity indication indicating 
time since the last activity update (coll7, lines 23-41). 

11. As to claim 8, Bladow teaches individual applications of the plurality of 
concurrently operating applications independently intermittently communicate an activity 
indication to the managing application (col. 3 and 30-46) and a browser application 
providing a user interface display permitting user entry of identification information for 
validation by the entitlement processor (fig.6 and associated text). 
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12. As to claim 9, Bladow teaches the communication processor communicates a 
time-out threshold value comprising the timeout window to the managing application 
(col.22, lines 5-24). 

13. As to claim 10, Bladow teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system for use by a managing application supporting concurrent operation of a plurality 
of Internet compatible applications (col.3, lines 10-21), comprising: 

an input processor for intermittently receiving activity indications from a 
plurality of concurrently operating applications (col.3, lines 30-46); 

a comparator for comparing individual activity status indicators with 
corresponding time-out threshold values to identify an application time-out event 
indicated by a status indicator exceeding said time-out threshold (col.22, lines 12-24); 
and 

a communication processor for communicating notice of said application time-out 
event to one of said plurality of concurrently operating applications (col.22, lines 25-38). 

While Bladow teaches an activity monitor monitors individual activity status 
indicators, corresponding to said plurality of concurrently operating applications, in 
response to said received activity indications (col.4, lines 18-32 and col.22, lines 5-24), 
Bladow does not specifically teach "updating individual activity status indicators." 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied the 
teachings of Bladow to include the features as claimed because Bladow' s teachings 
would have provided the capability for keeping track of all the client applications, and 
enabling the client applications to interact with one or more Web enabled remote 
services. 
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The fact that Bladow' s teachings "identifies the cookie for the session and updates 
the heartbeat time. . . send the status back to the client platform process" (col. 17, lines 23- 
40) and purpose of updating the heartbeat time in Bladow suggests "updating individual 
activity status indicators, " 

14. As to claim 11, Bladow teaches the activity indications received by the input 
processor are provided in response to a user action (col 14, lines 56-67) and the user 
action comprises, among other things, mouse and keyboard activities (col. 15, lines 3-4). 

15. As to claim 12, Bladow teaches an activity status indicator comprises a time 
indication identifying when activity of a particular application was last reported, and the 
time-out threshold comprises a predetermined time duration and the managing 
application determines the particular application to be inactive if the time indication 
exceeds the time-out threshold (col. 22, lines5-38). 

16. As to claim 13, Bladow teaches the input processor receives activity indications 
from a plurality of different commands including an activity notification command and a 
command involving, among other things, sending a URL to the managing application 
(col. 18, lines 15-17). 

17. As to claim 14, Bladow teaches the communication processor communicates 
notice of the application time-out event to applications of the plurality of concurrently 
operating applications that have previously requested a notification of session termination 
(col.22, lines 5-24). 

18. As to claim 15, Bladow teaches the communication processor communicates 
notice of the application time-out event in response to, among other things, a received 



Application/Control Number: 09/817,322 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2126 

communication from an application session having previously produced a time-out event 
(col.3, line 57-col.4, line 3). 

19. As to claim 16, Bladow teaches the activity indication includes, among other 
things, an identification of particular user initiated session (col.3, lines 32-40). 

20. As to claim 17, Bladow teaches a common timeout period for the plurality of 
concurrently operating applications (col. 4, lines 1-12). 

21. As to claim 1 8, Bladow teaches a predetermined default value for the time-out 
threshold values (col. 22, lines 5-38). 

22. As to claim 19, the rejection of claim 1 above is incorporated herein in ML 
Additionally, Bladow further teaches a browser application (col. 13, lines 1-17) 

23. As to claim 20, Bladow teaches the activity indication notification includes, 
among other things, an identification of particular user initiated session (col.3, lines 32- 
40). 

24. As to claim 21, Bladow teaches a common timeout period is used as the inactivity 
timeout for the plurality of concurrently operating applications (col.4, lines 1-12). 

25. As to claim 22, it includes the same subject matter as in claim 10, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 

26 As to claim 23, note the rejection of claim 1 above. Claim 23 is the same as claim 
1, except claim 23 is a method claim and claim 1 is a system claim. 
27. As to claim 24, it includes the same subject matter as in claim 10, and is similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

28. Applicant's arguments filed May 30, 2004 with respect to claims 1-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

- Nason et al. (U.S. 6677964) teaches "Method and system for controlling a 
complementary user interface on a display surface." 

- Shrader et al. (U.S.6 195097) teaches "Web-based DCE management." 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VAN H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (703) 306 
-5971 After mid-October, 2004, the examiner can be reached at (571) 272-3765. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM - 6:00PM. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternative Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (703) 305-9678. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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